REMARKS 

By this amendment, claims 1, 13, 19, 22 and 23 have been amended, and claims 24-27 
have been added. Thus, claims 1, 3-9 and 13-27 are now active in the application. 
Reexamination and reconsideration of the application are respectfully requested. 

In item 3 on page 2 of the Office Action, it is noted that the Examiner referred to a 
request for a Continued Prosecution Application (CPA) under 37 CFR 1.53(d), and stated that 
the improper request for a CPA was treated as a Request for Continued Examination under 37 
U.S.C. 1 . 1 14. In fact, the response filed November 6, 2007 was properly filed with a Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.1 14. No request for a CPA was filed. 

In item 4 on pages 2 and 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner kindly pointed out 
informalities in claims 22 and 23. In particular, the Examiner noted that the indicated 
dependencies of these claims appear to be incorrect, and the Examiner kindly considered claims 
22 and 23 as depending from claims 21 and 22, respectively, for purposes of the Office Action. 
The Examiner was correct in his interpretation, and the dependencies of claims 22 and 23 have 
been corrected herein. 

In items 5-16 on pages 3-12 of the Office Action, new grounds of prior art rejection were 
presented against claims 1, 3-9 and 13-23. The new grounds of rejection are all based on a 
combination of Park et al. (U.S. 7,100,743) in view of Krueger et al. (U.S. 5,707,220), or a 
combination of these references with one or more additional references. These rejections are 
respectfully traversed in part and, in any event, are believed clearly inapplicable to the claims as 
now amended, for at least the following reasons. 

Specifically, each of the independent claims 1 and 13 has been amended to specify that, 
as illustrated in Figs. 1 and 2, the throttle section 40 of the centrifugal pump includes a bottom 
wall having the suction hole 39 therein and that, as also illustrated in Figs. 1 and 2, the bottom 
wall is perpendicular to the rotation axis of the crankshaft 24. 

Thus, it is now clear from the language of each of claims 1 and 13 that the suction hole 39 
is provided in a bottom wall of the throttle section 40, which is disposed perpendicular to the 
rotation axis of the crankshaft. This arrangement provides a simple configuration for providing 
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the necessary throttle of the lubricating oil into the throttle section, and is also effective to receive 
the downward force of the oil. 

In contrast to the present invention of claims 1 and 13, and as recognized by the 
Examiner, the Park et al. patent fails to teach the limitations relating to the throttle section of 
claims 1 and 13. The Examiner relied upon the Krueger et al. patent for disclosing a throttle 
section "as defined by elements 1 lb, 14b, and 16a, provided with a suction hole 16, disposed in 
said lubricant oil pooling portion 2." 

However, in contrast to the present invention as recited in claims 1 and 13, the Krueger et 
al. "throttle section" involves the insertion of a pump rotor 1 0 into the lower end of an eccentric 
shaft 5. The pump rotor includes an attaching upper portion 12, as well as a tubular sleeve 20. 
The pump rotor 10 is provided with a lower end nozzle 10b for the entrance of oil into the pump 
rotor 10, a radial channel 1 1 leading to an oil distribution annular duct 17, a round peripheral 
groove 13 receiving oil from the radial channel 11, and an "L" shaped dragging duct 14 leading 
from the round peripheral groove 13 to the oil channel 9 provided in the eccentric shaft 5. This 
arrangement of the Krueger et al. "throttle section" thus differs substantially from that of the 
present invention as recited in claims 1 and 13 and, in particular, clearly fails to suggest the 
recited throttle section having a bottom wall with a suction hole formed therein, wherein the 
bottom wall is perpendicular to the rotation axis of the crankshaft. Furthermore, a person of 
ordinary skill in the art would clearly not have found it obvious to utilize the Krueger et al. 
"throttle section" arrangement in the Park et al. configuration, because such a pump rotor (as that 
of Krueger et al.) would not be necessary in the Park et al. arrangement for suction of oil 
upwardly in the crankshaft. Similarly, in the present invention, such complex pump rotor as that 
of the Krueger et al. arrangement is not necessary and, instead, as recited in claims 1 and 13, the 
present invention is configured with the throttle section having a bottom wall with a suction hole 
therein, wherein the bottom wall is perpendicular to the rotation axis of the crankshaft. 

Thus, for the above reasons, it is now believed apparent that claims 1 and 13 recite 
features of the present invention that are in no way disclosed or suggested by the prior art 
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references of record. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1 and 13, as well as the 
claims depending therefrom, are clearly allowable over the prior art of record. 

The Examiner's attention is next directed to the dependent claims which set forth 
additional features of the present invention and further define the present invention over the prior 
art. For example, the Examiner's attention is especially directed to the dependent claims 18-27. 
For example, new dependent claims 24 and 25 specify that the suction hole 39 opens directly 
between the lubricant oil pooling portion 23 and an interior of the throttle section 40, as 
illustrated in Figs 1 and 2. Claims 26 and 27 specify that the throttle section 40 constitutes a 
lower portion of a cap 41 that is secured to a lower end of the crankshaft 24, and that the cap 41 
comprises a cylinder having a hollow cylindrical interior connecting with the hollow cylinder that 
extends upward from the lower end of the crankshaft, and that the hollow cylindrical interior of 
the cap 41 is terminated, at a bottom end thereof, by the bottom wall having the suction hole 39 
formed therein. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the 
present application is clearly in condition for allowance. An early notice thereof is earnestly 
solicited. 

If, after reviewing this Amendment, the Examiner feels there are any issues remaining 
which must be resolved before the application can be passed to issue, it is respectfully requested 
that the Examiner contact the undersigned by telephone in order to resolve such issues. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Koichi TSUCHIYA et al. 

/Charles R Watts/ 
By . 2008.03.05 13:43:21 -05'00' 

Charles R. Watts 
Registration No. 33,142 
Attorney for Applicants 

CRW/asd 

Washington, D.C. 20006-1021 
Telephone (202) 721-8200 
Facsimile (202) 721-8250 
March 5, 2008 
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